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APPLICATION NUMBER | FIUNG DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | 
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ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER 



2 US f¥ 

DATE MAILED: 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

Date of Interview ^ ~* ^ 3 

Type: D Telephonic □ Televideo Conference 0Personal (copy is given to D applicant ^^applicant's representative). 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes □ No If yes, brief description: - 

Agreement *£?was reached. CD was not reached. 

Claim(s) discussed: /^q^^^ ^ i^^S^ f^/cZl 77Q / 

Identification of prior art discussed: <S h I* ^A ft\\yc2 J?~t <oJ?_ fti ^ 4K J\To. 4k ^£"^77 ^) 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments: /p-l?J>// f /Or » 

crista roomie j -h£* cut&d r^ere-nc^ dniLntuJ ^ ¥fie> 'fo/e m 
^o^ot CuKikA jtjl Aji(jf^<^nr ^ ~- — * » L 

( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 

^Tlt is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 
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CHARLES RONES _ 
PRIMARY EXAMINER ^ Zx^^^LQMo^J 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 713.04 Substance of Interview must Be Madeof Record 



§1.133 Interviews 



hoor^SfJl 11 et^H h US - TO , mpIet t e ^**»-sheel carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form* foreach interview held after January 1, 1978 where a matter of substance has 

j-The Interview/Summary Form shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hand portion of the file and listed on the "ContPntQ- net nn thn ti\ a 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: * ~' . 

-Application Number of the application \ 

-Name of applicant V V ■ . , 

-Name of examiner 
-Date of interview 

. -Type of interview (personal or telephonic) ~ " " 
-Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 
-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the claims discussed v 



-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 
~^l^^l h Z an Wee™" 1 ?™ reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
' ^ntmrS ^ 38 ^ "T***' < A 9^ e nts asjo allowability are ten^ive.and o^ Tiot restrict fU ^tion by^ eSr to the 

—The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview \ ^ 

"; v -Nar^sofjother Patent and Trademark Office\pe / ~ . , • u . ■ -\ \ J\ 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

It is^desireabte that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both annii^nt an* 
'^^^^^TT^^ T C ° rd Same * Wh ^ lh ? examiner ag'rees to record the, substance oJ f the inS 

n?£^^ ^ * h f ^Z™'™ Sum ^ry Form witl not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes 

s 0£is5upplernented bv the applicant pmhe examiner to include, all of .the applicable [terns requiredbej^ substance oft^^y^^:,^^' 

^ ^ A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at jeast the following applicable items: ' . ' 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted ~- : ' ' ! - :t. ^ : 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, < 

4) To^S^XBMer 0 ^ amendmen,S °' 3 subslan « v e nature discussed, unless these are already described on the^erview Summary 

iterate A^Sm SSS^f^^™ 6 *?^^ **** ™e identification of arguments need notbe lengthy br 
^r.hn^! i ,1 ' erba,lm °f h '9 n| y det a"ed description of the arguments is not required! The Identification of the arguments is sufficient if the aeneral nature 
™ hITS* arg h u T n,s made 10 me examiner ^ understood in the context of the application file. Of ooJ^^p^^S^M^ 
emphasize and fully desenbe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner appucam may aesirew 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ■ > .•:■. "V 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by the examiner. 

• ^^H^ XP f^ <S ,0 .£ are 'V" y ,he aPP'^fs record of.the substance of an interview. If.the'recoriJ is hot complete or accurate the examiner will oive the 
appLcant one month from the date of the notifying letter tp.cpmplete the reply- and thereby avoid abandonment of the appli^tiori(37 CFR Y l3^(cT)^ • , - 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

^JSS^S^SX' °- ""S^* l ? laCe 31 the interview sno "W °e carefully checked to determine the accuracy.of any.argument.or-statement attributed to the 
ZSSZEtt'T^F' thefe ' S . inaoeurac V and •« "ears directly on the question of patentability, it should be famed out in thf ne^fficeletteV » he 

■ *2? reaSOnS 0f reCOrd ' me examiner should a lener ,orth «s or her version of tto smbmnm "attributed n£l Tthe recort 

meTxImln^s Ss ' exam,nershou,d Dlace me indicati °" *t«vhw record OK" on the paper recording the substance of the nt~ a K ^h Z SaS 



